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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF JUTAH 
GLADE LEON PARDUHN, 
P l a i n t i f f , 
v s . 
NATALIE BUCHI BENNETT 
Defendant , 
NATALIE BUCHI BENNETT, et al., 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
GLADE LEON PARDUHN, 
Counterclaim defendant. 
4**= 
ui if 
HM 26 2000 III iil 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
Case No. 970907879 MI 
Honorable ANNE M. STIRBA 
Court Clerk: Marcy Thorne 
May 22, 2000 
The above-entitled matter comes before the Court pursuant to. 
the following motions: (1) "Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment;" (2) "Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of the Buchi 
Children;" (3) "Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and 
in Opposition, in Part, and in Support, in Part, to Defendants' and 
Counters-Claimants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment;" and (4) 
"Motion to Strike Inadmissible Evidence Relied on by Joanne Buchi 
in Opposing Motion for Partial Summary Judgment." The Court heard 
oral argument with respect to these motions on March 24, 2000. 
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Following the hearing the matters were taken under advisement. 
The Court, having now considered the motions, memoranda, 
exhibits attached thereto, the oral argument of the parties and the 
good cause that has been shown, hereby enters the following ruling. 
STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED FACTS 
1. In this case, plaintiff, Glade Leon Parduhn ("Parduhn"), and 
Brad Buchi ("Buchi") were partners in a partnership known as 
University Texaco. The partnership was formed in 1979 
pursuant to a written Partnership Agreement. 
2. At some point after the Partnership Agreement was signed, 
Parduhn and Buchi typed in language at the end of the 
Agreement, which both signed. The addendum stated: 
It is understood by all people concerned, that in 
the event of the death of either of the partners, 
Brad K. Buchi or Glade L. Parduhn, that the 
partnership will end, and all obligations to the 
deceased's survivors financially will be released 
by paying off the deceased's persons [sic] 
survivors. Both partners are insured for $20,000 
and all of which will go to the deceased persons 
wife or survivors. When the survivors receive 
their $20,000, they release the other partner of 
any obligation in the business. The surviving 
partner will own the business and may' do with the 
business as he see's [sic] fit.... 
3. Parduhn and Buchi acquired the necessary life insurance to 
fulfill the "Buy-Sell" provision of the Partnership Agreement. 
4. Five years later, on January 25, 1984, Parduhn and Buchi 
amended the Partnership Agreement to provide for $100,000 of 
insurance coverage. That amendment states: 
2 
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The partnership agreement will have the following 
amendment for insurance. The buy-sell insurance 
will be $100,000. In the event of a death by either 
partner the remaining partner shall pay $100,000 to 
the survivors of the deceased with the proceeds of 
the $100,000 insurance policy which each own on 
each other. 
5. In accordance with the amended Partnership Agreement, Parduhn 
and Buchi each purchased from Northern Life Insurance Company 
a $100,000 life insurance policy on the other. 
6. Parduhn owned and was the beneficiary of a $100,000 policy on 
Buchi's life; Buchi owned and was the beneficiary of a 
$100,000 policy on Parduhn's life. 
7. In 1989, Parduhn and Buchi each made another application with 
Northern Life Insurance Company for insurance on the other's 
life. 
8. Parduhn was named as both owner and beneficiary of a policy 
that insured Buchi's life for $300,000; Buchi was owner and 
beneficiary of a policy that insured Parduhn's life for 
$250,000. 
9. Parduhn and Buchi did not, however, again amend the 
partnership Buy-Sell Agreement. 
10. In early August 1997, Brad Buchi died. 
11. However, prior to his death, Parduhn and Buchi entered into an 
agreement to sell the Partnership's assets and wind up its 
affairs. To this end, University Texaco sold both its service 
stations to Blackett Oil Company on July 14, 1997. 
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Following Buchi's death, Parduhn made a claim on the $300,000 
life insurance policy on which he was the beneficiary. 
However, before Parduhn presented his claim, defendant and 
counter-claim plaintiff, Natalie Buchi Bennett ("Bennett"), 
instructed Northern Life Insurance Company not to pay any 
proceeds to Parduhn because she was entitled to them. 
Northern Life Insurance Company has interpleaded into this 
Court the $300,000 due under the policy. 
Parduhn filed this action seeking a declaration that, as the 
designated beneficiary of the insurance policy, he is entitled 
to the $300,000 payable under the policy. 
Bennett counterclaimed, asserting that as a survivor of Brad 
Buchi, she and her siblings are entitled to the $300,000 
proceeds. Specifically, 'Bennett argues that although Buchi 
and Parduhn did not expressly amend their partnership Buy-Sell 
Agreement when they increased their insurance coverage in 
1989, the increase was intended to be pursuant to the 
Partnership Agreement and, therefore, Parduhn has no interest 
in the proceeds of the $300,000 life insurance policy. 
BACKGROUND 
Parduhn has now filed a "Motion for Partial Summary Judgment" 
king a declaration that if the Buy-Sell Agreement were 
4 
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* \ l 
applicable at the time of Buchi's death, xhis maximum liability for 
the purchase of Buchi's partner's interest, in accordance with the 
terms of the Partnership Buy-Sell Agreement, is $100,000. 
Additionally, Parduhn seeks a declaration that whatever sum the 
Buy-Sell Agreement requires him to pay in order to purchase Buchi's 
former interest in University Texaco, it must be paid over to 
Buchi's estate, and not to Buchi's wife or children directly. 
In response, Bennett has filed a cross-motion for partial 
summary judgment, asserting the Buchi children are entitled to an 
order that, at a minimum, $100,000 of the insurance proceeds must 
be paid to Buchi's "survivors" in accordance with the Buy-Sell 
Agreement, not to Parduhn, the partnership or Buchi's estate. 
Moreover, Bennett argues that if there is no credible evidence that 
the remaining $200,000 was intended to be paid to Parduhn, the 
partnership or Buchi's estate, an order to that effect should be 
entered. , 
Subsequent to the filing of the cross-motions for partial 
summary judgment, counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi ("JoAnne"), filed 
1
 It is Parduhn's position in this lawsuit that the Buy-Sell 
Agreement is not applicable at all. Parduhn argues that the 
partnership was dissolved by the parties' mutual consent prior to 
Buchi's death, and therefore, dissolution should be governed by 
Section 11 of the Partnership agreement and Utah Code Ann. 
Sections 48-1-26 to 48-1-37. However, for the limited purpose of 
this motion, Parduhn has assumed that the Buy-Sell Agreement was 
in full force and effect at the time of Buchi's death. See 
MGlade Parduhn's Reply Memorandum in Response to VoAnn Buchi's 
Memorandum" at 7. 
5 
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a "Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment and in Opposition, in Part, and in Support, in 
Part, to Defendants' and Counter-Claimants' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment." With this motion, JoAnne asserts that Bennett's 
motion for partial summary judgment should be denied to the extent 
it asks for the proceeds of the life insurance policy to be 
distributed to the Buchi children alone. JoAnne argues she was 
Brad Buchi's wife at the time of his death and, therefore, is 
entitled to share in the proceeds of the life insurance policy 
pursuant to the Partnership Agreement. In addition, JoAnne 
contends that under the Partnership Agreement, as amended, Brad 
Buchi's "wife and survivors" are entitled to the entire $300,000 of 
the insurance proceeds. 
Finally, Parduhn has filed a motion to strike certain 
statements and evidence relied upon by JoAnne in her memorandum 
filed in opposition to Parduhn's motion for partial summary 
judgment. 
ANALYSIS 
I. Cross-Motions for Partial Summary Judgment 
There are two core issues in the parties' cross-motions for 
partial summary judgment: first, the sum, if any, the Buy-Sell 
Agreement requires Parduhn to pay Buchi's "survivors" in order to 
buy out Buchi's partnership interest in University Texaco; and, 
second, whatever sum Parduhn should pay to purchase Buchi's 
6 
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partnership interest, whether that sum be paid directly to Buchi's 
"survivors" or to' Buchi's probate estate. Each of these issues 
will be discussed in detail below. 
A. What sum, if any, does the Buy-Sell Agreement 
require Parduhn to pay Buchi's "survivors?" 
Parduhn and Buchi entered into a written Partnership 
Agreement, which provides, in part: 
It is understood by all people concerned, that in the 
event of the death of either of the partners, Brad K. 
Buchi or Glade L. Parduhn, that the partnership will end, " 
and all obligations to the deceased's survivors 
financially will be released by paying off the deceased's 
persons [sic] survivors. Both partners are insured for 
$20,000 and all of which will go to the deceased persons 
wife or survivors. When the survivors receive their 
$20,000, they release the other partner of any obligation 
in the business. The surviving partner will own the 
business and may do with the business as he see's [sic] 
fit.... 
On January 25, 1984, the Partnership Agreement was amended to 
provide for $100,000 of insurance coverage. The amendment states: 
The partnership agreement will have the following 
amendment for insurance. The buy-sell insurance will be 
$100,000. In the event of a death by either partner the 
remaining partner shall pay $100,000 to the survivors of 
the deceased with the proceeds of the $100,000 insurance 
policy which each own on each other. 
None of the parties to the present action dispute that Parduhn 
and Buchi clearly and unambiguously agreed in the aforementioned 
amendment to increase the life insurance policies for the Buy-Sell 
provision to $100,000. This, combined with Parduhn's concession, 
for the purpose to this motion, that the Buy-Sell provision was in 
full force and effect at the time of Buchi's death (and not 
7 
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affected by dissolution of the partnership) leads to the conclusion 
Brad Buchi's "survivors" are entitled to, at a minimum, $100,000 of 
the insurance proceeds. 
Concerning the remaining $200,000 of the insurance proceeds, 
the Court finds genuine issues of material fact have been 
established which preclude summary judgment, including but not 
limited to whether the partners intended to increase the Buy-Sell 
life insurance on Buchi's life to $300,000. 
Based on the foregoing, the Court denies Parduhn's motion for 
partial summary judgment on the aforementioned issues and grants, 
in part, the Buchi children's cross-motion for partial summary 
judgment. 
B. Whatever sum Parduhn should pay to purchase Buchi's 
partnership interest, should that"sum be paid 
directly to' ^ uchi's "survivors" or to Buchi's 
probate estate? 
Parduhn seeks a ruling that any sum he should have to pay to 
acquire Buchi's prior partnership interest should be paid over to 
Brad Buchi's probate estate. According to Parduhn, when Buchi 
died, all his property, including his partnership interest in 
University Texaco, instantly became part of his estate, to be 
administered in accordance with the Utah Probate Code. The 
Partnership Agreement, however, provides for payment of all the 
insurance proceeds to the decedent's "survivors," not to the 
partnership or the deceased's probate estate. 
) Moreover, Utah Code Ann. § 75-6-201(1) specifically authorizes 
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agreements, like the Partnership Agreement in this case, which 
provide for non-testamentary transfers of money and property at 
death. Section 75-6-201(1) states in part: 
Any of the following provisions in an insurance policy, . . 
. . . conveyance, or any other written instrument effective 
as a contract, gift, conveyance, or trust are considered 
nontestamentary, and this code does not invalidate the 
instrument or any provision: (a) that money or other 
benefits previously due to, controlled, or owned by a 
decedent shall be paid after his death to a person 
designated by the decedent in either the instrument or a 
separate writing ... executed at the same time as the 
instrument or subsequently. 
Utah Code Ann. § 75-6-201(1) (emphasis added). 
Indeed, the official comments to that Section provide: 
Because the types of provisions described in 
the statute are characterized as non-
testamentary, the instrument does not have to 
be executed in compliance with Section 75-2-
502; nor does it have to be probated, nor does 
the personal representative have any power or 
duty with respect to the assets involved. 
Based upon the forgoing, it is clear the Utah Probate Code 
specifically allowed the Partnership Agreement to transfer, upon 
Buchi's death, his interest in the partnership to Parduhn and the 
insurance proceeds to the Buchi children and his widow. 
Accordingly, the Court concludes that any sum Parduhn should have 
to pay to acquire Buchi's prior partnership interest should be paid 
directly to Buchi's "survivors," pursuant to the terms of the 
Partnership Agreement. Consequently, Parduhn's "Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment" is denied regarding this issue and the Buchi 
children's cross-motion for partial summary judgment is granted, 
9 
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consistent with this ruling. 
II. Counter-Claimant JoAnne Buchi's Motion 
With this motion, JoAnne seeks a ruling that she is entitled 
to share in the proceeds of the insurance policy at issue in this 
case. Specifically, JoAnne argues the 197 9 Partnership Agreement 
stated that all the proceeds from the "Buy-Sell" insurance should 
be paid directly to Buchi's "wife or survivors." Moreover, the 
1984 amendment to the Partnership Agreement contains similar 
language. Based upon the forgoing, it is JoAnn's position that as 
the wife of Buchi at the date of his death, she is entitled to at 
least some of the proceeds of the life insurance policy. 
After reviewing the record in this matter, the Court agrees 
with JoAnn. Although she and Buchi filed for divorce in March of 
1996, no Divorce Decree had been entered at the time of Buchi's 
death. Consequently, JoAnne was Buchi's wife at all relevant 
times. Under the clear and unambiguous language of both the 1979 
Partnership Agreement as well as the 1984 amendment to that 
agreement, Buchi's "wife or survivors" are entitled to share in the 
insurance proceeds. Accordingly, JoAnn is entitled to a portion of 
the insurance proceeds 
Based on the foregoing, JoAnne Buchi's motion is granted to 
the extent it seeks to have the proceeds of the life insurance paid 
to her and the Buchi children, not to the Buchi children alone. 
JoAnne Buchi's motion is denied, however, wherein it asks that the 
10 
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full $300,000 be distributed to Buchi's "wife and survivors."2 
III. Parduhn's Motion to Strike 
With this motion, Parduhn seeks to strike evidence relied on 
by JoAnne Buchi in her memorandum filed in opposition to his motion 
for partial summary judgment. However, Parduhn's motion has not 
been fully briefed by the parties, nor has it been properly 
submitted for decision. Consequently, the Court does not address 
this issue. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Court's decision regarding 
the parties' cross-motions for partial summary judgment remains 
unchanged. Regardless of the admissibility of the statements which 
are the subject of Parduhn's motion to strike, JoAnne and the Buchi 
children are entitled to, at a minimum, $100,000 of the insurance 
proceeds as a matter of law, pursuant to the terms of the 1984 
"Buy-Sell" Agreement. Furthermore, the Court remains convinced 
that summary judgment is not:warranted concerning the remaining 
$200,000 of the insurance proceeds, as genuine issues of material 
fact have been established which preclude summary judgment, 
regardless of the outcome of the motion to strike. 
DATED t h i s ^ ^ d a y of MotU , 2000. 
2As the Court has previously stated, although JoAnne Buchi 
and the Buchi children are entitled to, at a minimum, $100,000 of 
the insurance proceeds in accordance with Partnership Agreement, 
genuine issues of material fact have been established, which 
preclude summary judgment concerning the remaining $200,000 of 
the insurance proceeds. 
11 
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\ * » 
BY THE COURT 
5 
ANNE M. 3TIHBA 
THIRD DISTRICT JUDGE 
12 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
CERTIFICATE OF NOTIFICATION 
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SUSAN BLACK DUNN, #3784 
TIM D ALTON DUNN, #0936" 
PAUL J. SJMONSON,!#7987 
DUNN & DUNN, P.C. 
460 Midtown Plaza 
230 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Telephone: (801) 521-6666 
Facsimile: (801)521-9998 
Attorneys for Counterclaimant, JoAnne Buchi 
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.DEPUTY CLERK 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
GLADE LEON PARDUHN, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
NATALIE BUCHI BENNETT, 
Defendants. 
NATALIE BUCHI BENNETT, et al, 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
GLADE LEON PARDUHN, 
Counterclaim Defendant. 
COUNTER-CLAIMANT JOANNE 
BUCHI'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE 
EVIDENCE 
Civil No.: 970907879MI 
Judge: Anne M. Stirba 
Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi, by and through counsel, hereby moves the court for an 
order excluding inadmissible testimony and evidence which will be presented by the defendants. 
This motion is submitted pursuant to Rule 4-501 of the Code of Judicial Administration and is 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
supported by memoranda of points and authorities. This motion is filed now to give notice to 
defendants. 
Plaintiff moves for an order excluding the introduction of evidence or testimony of 
counter-claimant JoAnne Buchi's prior "bad acts." 
SUSAN BLACK DUNN 
TMDALTONDUNN 
PAUL J. SMONSON 
Attorneys for Counter-Claimant JoAnne Buchi 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO EXCLUDE 
EVIDENCE was mailed, postage prepaid, this /J> day of April, 2001 to the following: 
Martin S. Tanner, Esq. 
Howe & Tanner 
111 East Broadway, Suite #340 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
P. Bryan Fishburn, Esq. 
FISHBURN & ASSOCIATES 
4505 South Wasatch Blvd., #215 
Salt Lake City, UT 84124 
n%&^ 
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230 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Telephone: (801) 521-6666 
Facsimile: (801)521-9998 
Attorneys for Counterclaimant, JoAnne Buchi 
FILED 
mm DISTRICT COURT 
01 m 23 P« f- 35 
SALT LAKE DEPARTMENT 
BY. 
DEPUTY CLERK 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
GLADE LEON PARDUHN, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
NATALIE BUCHI BENNETT, 
Defendants. ' 
NATALIE BUCHI BENNETT, et al , 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
GLADE LEON PARDUHN, 
Counterclaim Defendant. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
COUNTER-CLAIMANT JOANNE 
BUCHI'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE 
EVIDENCE 
Civil No.: 970907879MI 
Judge: Anne M. Stirba 
Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi, through her counsel, hereby submits the following 
memorandum in support of her motion to the court for an order excluding any arguments, 
evidence or testimony of any "bad acts." 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
FACTS 
1. Glade Parduhn and Brad Buchi (hereinafter "Brad) entered into a Partnership 
Agreement on May 23, 1979 to own and operate University Texaco Company. As part of the 
original Partnership Agreement, Brad and Glade included a "buy/sell" provision. The provision 
stated the partners had life insurance on each other's life to buy out the interest of the other 
partner's "wife or survivors" in the event of that partner's death. 
2. Over the years, the partnership grew and its value increased. In response, the 
partners increased the amounts on the "buy/sell" insurance to $100,000.00 in 1984 and then to 
$250,000.00 on Glade's life and to $300,000.00 on Brad's life in 1989. The partnership paid the 
premiums on the policies at least through September 1997. 
3. Around August 8, 1997, Brad died. Several weeks before his death, on July 14, 
1997, the partnership closed on the sale of the two service stations it then owned. The partners 
had not finished all the business necessary to terminate the partnership. There were still 
outstanding debts and a final accounting had not been done. The partners had not discussed how 
to distribute the assets. They had not discussed what to do with the life insurance policies on 
each of their lives, purchased by the partnership to fund the "buy/sell" provision. It was Brad 
Buchi's intention and understanding as of the time of his death, that the Partnership Agreement, 
as amended, was in effect. 
4. It is Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi's, position that the Partnership Agreement, 
as amended, was in full force and effect as of the time of her husband, Brad Buchi's death. 
Therefore, the $300,000.00 life insurance should be paid to Brad's "wife or survivors" as 
specified in the "buy/sell" provision. 
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5. Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi, was convicted of theft in 1992 in the Second 
Judicial District Court in Weber County, Case No. 921900262. 
6. A Petition for Expungement of Records was filed in Case No. 921900262 in 
November, 2000 asking that said records be sealed, pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §77-18-14. 
7. An Order for Expungement of Record was entered in the Second Judicial District 
Court in Weber County in Case No. 921900262 on January 2, 2001, sealing said records pursuant 
to Utah Code Ann. §77-18-14 (See Exhibit "A" attached hereto). 
ARGUMENT 
Pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §77-18-14, Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi, has met all of 
the conditions for expungement and the Second Judicial Court in Weber County has entered an 
Order for Expungement of Record sealing Case No. 921900262. Therefore, evidence of the 
aforementioned "bad acts" should be excluded. 
In addition, in Rule 401 of the Rules of Evidence, relevancy is defined as evidence 
"having any tendency to make the existence of any fact that is of consequence to the 
determination of the action more probable or less probable than it would be without the 
evidence." Professor Boyce comments that "of consequence" is "susceptible to meaning either 'at 
issue or in any degree helpful in resolving an issue' or 'significant, important, worth the trouble'. 
He makes clear that relevance is first a matter of logic under Rule 401 and then of subjective 
judgment, of which is embodied in Rules 402 and 403. Utah Evidence Law, Article IV, 
Relevancy and Its Limits, page 4-1, Footnote 2. 
In the present case, this testimony has nothing whatever to do with this action. It is not 
relevant evidence according to the plain meaning and spirit of Rule 401. Any testimony of 
alleged prior bad acts and/or convictions of JoAnne Buchi, in which neither her character nor 
reputation is at issue, is inadmissable hearsay and fits no exception. The testimony does not have 
any tendency to make any fact that is 'of conseqence' to the determination of this action more or 
less probable than it would be without it. 
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Evidence or testimonyjDf any theft of JoAnne Buchi, or any other alleged criminal 
activity not documented as a felony conviction, is neither at issue nor is in any degree helpful in 
resolving a significant or important issue regarding the current action. Accordingly, under a 
logical analysis, this testimony is irrelevant to the facts, issues, cause of action and does not go to 
the merits of the case. 
In the alternative, even if the court were to find that the testimony was relevant, it should 
be excluded under the subjective analysis of Rules 402 and 403, Rules of Evidence, because it is 
highly prejudicial, more prejudicial than probative, misleading and will only confuse the issues 
before the court. 
Professor Boyce addressed this issue in his book Utah Evidence Law. Professor Boyce 
stated: 
"One of the most troublesome evidentiary issues concerns the admissibility of 
evidence of a party's previous criminal acts or civil wrongs that are not 
specifically at issue in the case at bar. Although civil cases can involve the same 
question, the issue of admissibility of evidence of prior crimes or wrongful acts is 
most frequently raised in criminal cases. Consequently Rule 404(b) is commonly 
called the "other crimes" rule. The evidence of these other wrongs is often highly 
probative but also carries substantial danger of misuse by the jury. Consequently, 
the rule calls for its exclusion if its only use is to prove character," Utah 
Evidence Law, Article IV, Relevancy and Its Limits, page 4-35 & 4-36. (emphasis 
added). 
Utah case law clearly demonstrates that evidence of prior bad acts is not admissible to prove 
character. State v, Colonna, 766 P.2d 1062 (Utah 1988) (having been arrested before); State v. 
Tarafa, 720 P.2d 1368 (Utah 1986) (defendant being a thief); State v. Brown, 111 P.2d 1093 
(Utah Ct. App. 1989) (Theft is not necessarily a crime involving dishonesty or false statement). 
Professor Boyce goes on to state: 
"Despite the inclusionary phrasing of the rule, the listing of permissible uses leads 
courts first of all to see whether the evidence fits in one of the established 
categories. The new Rule illustrates what other uses are proper - to show 
'motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of 
mistake or accident.5" Utah Evidence Law, Article IV, Relevancy and Its Limits, 
page 4-36. 
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Clearly, this evidence will not be presented by the defendant to prove any of the 
established categories of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or 
absence of mistake or accident. As stated above, this evidence is irrelevant to the facts, issues, 
cause of action and does not go to the merits of the case. Therefore, this evidence should be 
excluded. 
Testimony of any alleged prior bad acts and/or convictions of JoAime Buchi is also 
inadmissable hearsay, her character and reputation are not at issue, it is not probative of the 
plaintiffs' ability to prevail in her action, but it is highly inflammatory and prejudicial. Therefore, 
a subjective analysis under Rules 402 and 403 provides justifiable grounds for its exclusion as 
irrelevant. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the above memorandum, Counter-claimant, JoAnne Buchi, respectfully moves 
this court for an order excluding any testimony of any theft by JoAnne Buchi, or any other 
alleged criminal activity not documented as a felony conviction. 
DATED this £ 3 ^  day of April, 2001 
DUNN &X1LINN 
SUSAN B L A & DUNN 
TIM DALTON DUNN 
PAUL J. SMONSON > 
Attorneys for Counter-claimant JoAnne Buchi 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE was mailed, postage 
prepaid, this day of April, 2001 to the following: 
Martin S. Tanner, Esq. 
Howe & Tanner 
111 East Broadway, Suite #340 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
P. Bryan Fishburn, Esq. 
FISHBURN & ASSOCIATES 
4505 South Wasatch Blvd., #215 
Salt Lake City, UT 84124 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF UTAH 
WEBER COUNTY, OGDEN DEPARTMENT 
itioner 
Address
 A 
5 W ^ far &*/#?t-2 
City, State, Zip 
•ate of Birth/Soc Sec Number 
to 
M *im 
ORDER FOR EXPUNGEMENT 
OFRECORD 
Case No. <f A I °l 6T) 2 In P 
Judge 
Petitioner, 
The Court having reviewed Petitioner's Petition for Expungement of Records and having found as 
follows: 
1. That Petitioner was arrested on^y?9 9 - / ^ 7 (date) by [l) / Jjy^ /flA/y 
(la^errforcement agency) for the following charges: [h j/a/; ^A,_/ &^/t*.& /f^Ze- ' 
•rUe/jf^ filedunderthefollowing" case num&r(s) <%?/ Vfrf^fo^ 
2. the Petitioner has met all of the conditions for expungement and the Court is satisfied 
that there are no reasonable objections to Petitioner's petition; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
I. (tf All records in Petitioner's case in the custody of this court, any other court, or 
any state, county or local entity, agency or official, as identified in the above petition, shall be sealed 
pursuant to the Utah Code Ann. §77-18-14. 
OR
 M 
rThe following records in Petitioners case shall be expunged 
( ) References to Petitioner's name shall be removed from records in Petitioner's 
case in the custody of this court, any other court, or any state, county or local entity, agency, agency or 
official pursuant to Utah Code Ann, §77-18-14. 
2. Petitioner shall distribute this order to all affected agencies and officials including the 
arresting agency, the booking agency, the prosecutor's office, the Department of Corrections, the Law 
Enforcement and Technical Services Division of the Department pf Public Safety (the Utah Bureau of 
Criminal Identification), the Board of Pardons, and all interested courts. 
DATED this 9- jday of
 m 4U\ '.oQf. 
M o (f-
1 h:\home\sharcd\pcrsonal\cxpungc CaNIYOfVVGJCT J s • 
IKEHE3Y CKTW THATTWS«A TIMEC0?VOr Off 
„,tfViin 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF UTAH 
WEBER COUNTY, OGDEN DEPARTMENT 
JMtr ^gfoc/V/ 
inoner 
Address , 
City, State, Zip 
Date of Birth/Soc Sec Number 
Petitioner. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
m »2BM 
ORDER FOR EXPUNGEMENT 
OF RECORD 
Case No. <?&! 1 67)2 lnZ> 
Judge 
The Court having reviewed Petitioner's Petition for Expungement of Records and having found as 
follows: 
1. That Petitioner was arrested on^Jf '?99F«-/Iff (date) by [iJ/Jjux/lfj 
(la\^ e3 f^orcement agency) for the following charges: [h J/OL/ t *-A"^'>£2/JP /C*J* /f^e-
(tyg/JL- ^filedunderthefollowin£casenum&rfs) <%?/ VffllOfc^ 
, t ffi% - ^ / "> J 
2. The Petitioner has met all of the conditions for expungement and the Court is satisfied 
that there are no reasonable objections to Petitioner's petition; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
I. (& All records in Petitioner's case in the custody of this court, any other court, or 
any state, county or local entity, agency or official, as identified in the above petition, shall be sealed 
pursuant to the Utah Code Ann. §77-18-14. 
OR
 M 
The following records in Petitioners case shall be expunged 
( ) References to Petitioner's name shall be removed from records in Petitioner's 
case in the custody of this court, any other court, or any state, county or local entity, agency, agency or 
official pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §77-18-14. 
2. Petitioner shall distribute this order to all affected agencies and officials including the 
arresting agency, the booking agency, the prosecutor's office, the Department of Corrections, the Law 
Enforcement and Technical Services Division of the Department pf Public Safety (the Utah Bureau of 
Criminal Identification), the Board of Pardons, and all interested courts. 
DATED this * jday of
 m 4UA .20Of 
M!§10 if-
7 h:\homelsharcd\pcrsonal\cxpunge SITU OF UTAH ' 1 - * CQUNIYOfWOCfl J » 
IKEHE3Y CKflW THAI TWS IS A fHC CM Or Iff 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Tab 4 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Associated Title Company Settlement Statement 
(PlaintiffsTrialEx.il) 
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02 HART LOU UEBSTER 
A. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
SETTLEMENT STATEMENT 
ASSOCIATED TITLE - SL ESCROW 
560 SOUTH 300 EAST 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84111 
Q01-570-fiflM 
TYPE:OF LOAN 
1. ( ) FHA 2. ( ) FMHA 3. ( ) CONV. LWINS. 
4. ( ) VA 5. ( ) COMV. INS. - -
6. FILE NUMBER: 
196685 
7. LOAN NUMBER: 
8. MORTGAGE INSURANCE CASE NUMBER: 
C. NOTE: This form is furnished to give you a statement of actual settlement costs. Amounts paid to and by the settlement agent 
are shown. Items marked M(p.o.c.)" were paid outside the closing; they are shown here for informational purposes and are not 
included in the totals. • 
D. NAME OF BORROWER: 
ADDRESS: 
MARX C. BLACKETT OIL INCORPORATED 
E. NAME OF SELLER: 
ADDRESS: 
UNIVERSITY TEXAOD (XMPANY 
F. NAME OF LENDER: 
ADDRESS: 
DRAPER BANK AND TRUST 
G. PROPERTY LOCATION: 901 E SlfEMPLE/4013 S WASATCH BLVD 
SLC 84102/84124 
H. SETTLEMENT AGENT: 
ADDRESS: 
PLACE OF SETTLEMENT: 
ADDRESS: 
ASSOCIATE^ TITLE - SL ESCROW 
560 SOUTH 2Q0 EAST 
SALT LAKE ODIY, UTAH 84111 
Same as above 
I. SETTLEMENT DATE 
July 14, 1997 
DISBURSEMENT DATE 
July 15, 1997 
J . SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTIONS 
1 0 0 GROSS AMOUNT CUE FRCM BORROWER 
101 Contract sales price 
102 Personal Property 
( 103 Settlement charges to-borrower (In 1400) 
104 
105 
Items p a i d by s e l l e r i n advan* 
1 106 City/town taxes to 
107 County taxes to 
100 Assessments 0 7 - 1 5 - 9 7 t o 0 9 - 0 1 - 9 " 
109 
110 
111 
112 
1 2 0 GROSS AMXNT DDE 
FROM BORROWER «, 
2 0 0 AMDGNT PAID BY OR I N BEHAI 
201 Deposit or earnest money - Broker 
202 Principal amount of new loan(s) 
I 203 Existing loen(s) taken subject to 
204 Deposit to Lender 
205 Deposit to Escrow 
206 Deposit to Set ler 
207 Trust Deed/Contract Back 
200 LOAN PROCEEDS FRCM DRAPER. 
209 
Items unpaid by s e l l e r 
210 City/town taxes to 
211 County taxes 0 1 - 0 l - 9 7 t o 0 7 - 1 5 - 9 7 
212 Assessments to 
213 ! 
214 
215 
216 
217 
218 
! 219 BUYER CREDIT FOR NOTE PAYOFF I 
! 2 2 0 TOTAL PAID BY/FOR 
BORROWER j 
301 Gross amt du« from borrower (In 120) 
302 Less amts poid by/for borrower (In 220) I 
^03 CASH ( FRCM ) BORROWER I 
I 1 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 
395.00 
ze 
n 6.oo 
1 1 , 0 0 0 , 4 0 1 . 0 0 
iF OF BORROWER 
"1,000.00 
879 ,545 .00 
3 , 9 3 3 . 8 2 
110 ,609 .46 
995 ,088 .28 | 
•1 ,000 ,401 .00 
995 ,088 .28 
5 .^1^ ~r> 1 
X. SCMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTICKS 
400 GROSS AMDONT DDE TO SELLER | 
401 Contract sales price 
402 Personal Property 
403 
404 
405 
11 .000 ,000 .00 I 
I Items p a i d by s e l l e r i n advance < 
406 City/town taxes to 
407 County taxes to 
400 Assessments 0 7 - 1 5 - 9 7 t o 0 9 - 0 l - 9 7 
409 
410 
411 
412 
4 2 0 GROSS AMXNT DOE 
TO SELLER 
1 » 
6 .00 
11 ,000 ,006 .00 
5 0 0 RELXCTTCNS I N AMXNT DDE TO SELLER 
501 Excess deposit (see instructions) 
502 Settlement charges to seller (In 1400) 
503 ATC ESCROW. SET UP FEE 
504 Payoff of first mortgage loan 
505 Payoff of second mortgage loan 
GUARDIAN STATE BANK 
506flewrtv<*wfl««rc.-AnnT. ATTDRNFY 
507 Trust Deed/Contract Back FEES 
5oa 1996 TAX SALE PAYOFFS 
509 FIRST SECURITY LEASING 1 
1 1 , 2 8 2 . 1 0 
wi nn 
1 7 9 , 6 2 2 . 0 1 
• 4 3 1 , 2 9 2 . 8 1 
1 , 8 1 3 . 9 0 
7 , 9 7 0 . 0 5 
4 , 9 6 1 . 9 6 
Items unpaid b y s e l l e r 
swxxwtTowmmx TNH. COMM. 
511 County taxes 0 1 - 0 1 - 9 7 t o 0 7 - 1 5 - 9 7 
512 Assessments to | 
513 PAYOFF LISSA EUOH 
514 PAYMENT TO JOANNE BUCHI I 
515 STATE OF UTAH j 
516 EATON SALES AND SERVICE 
517DEPT OF RECOVERY SERVICES 
518PEIRO NftRT PAYOFF 
5 1 9 BUYER CREDIT FOR MOTE PAT0FF 
5 2 0 TOTAL RHXCITCN AfrCOOT 
EOE SELLER | 
1 , 5 0 0 . 0 0 
3 , 9 3 3 . 8 2 
6 9 , 2 9 7 . 0 0 
6 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 
6 , 4 6 9 . 4 3 
2 , 6 0 0 . 4 7 
7 , 4 8 3 . 5 0 
100 ,869 .49 ' 
110,609.46" 
9 9 9 . 7 0 6 . 0 0 
601 Gross arst due to seller (In 420) j 
602 Less reduction amt due seller (In 520) | 
Ct\1 f**trr 1 rr*-\ » •—" • — ' 
1 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 6 . 0 0 
9 9 9 , 7 0 6 . 0 0 Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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L, SETHiJi. .• CHARGES 196685 
701 
J91 
7 0 0 TOTAL SALES/BROKER'S CCMETTSSICN based on price 
$ a x * 
DivisrcN OF cosussiar 
$ to 
$ to 
(LIME 70Q) AS FOLLOWS: I 
703 Commission paid at Settlement 
PAH) FROM 
BORROWER'S 
FUNDS AT 
SETILEMEOT 
PAID FJ 
SELLER' 
-FUNDS * 
SETCLEME 
(Honey retained by broker applied to commission S 
8 0 0 ITEMS PAYABLE IN OCNNHHTCN WITH LOAN 
801 Loan Origination Fee 
802 Loan Discount 
603 Appraisal Fee to 
804 Credit Report to 
805 Lender's inspection fee 
806 Mortgage Insurance application fee to 
807 LEGAL FEES ID HOLME ROBERTS AND OWENS 7,686.1 
808 Tax Service Fee 
809 
810 
T" 
9 0 0 ITEMS RJ^ JUJLRED BY ££NDER I D BE PAID INT ADVANCE 
901 Interest front /day 
902 Mortgage Insurance Premium for months to 
903 Hazard Insurance Premium for J2L. 
904 \yrs. 
905 
1 0 0 0 RESERVES DEPOSITED WITH LENDER 
1001 Hazard insurance mo. 2S /mo. 
1002 Mortgage insurance 
1003 City property taxes 
1004 County property taxes 
1005 Annual assesments mo. SB 
1008 Aggregate Escrow 
1009 
1 1 0 0 TITLE CHARGES 
1101 Settlement or closing fee to ASSOCIATED TITLE OCMPANY 300.00 300.00 
1102 Abstract or title search 
1103 Title examination 
1104 Title insurance binder 
1105 Document preparation to ASSOCIATED TITLE COMPANY 30.00 30.00 
1106 Notary fees 
1107 Attorney's fees 
(includes above items No.; 
1108 Title insurance to ASSOCIATED TITLE CIMPANY 2 , 9 5 0 . 0 0 
(includes above items No. I P M H ^ f l 
1109 Lender's coverage 
1110 Owner's coverage 
1111 Endorsements 
1112 
1113 
1200 GOVERNMENT RECORDING AND TRANSFER CHARGES 
1201 Recording fees: Deed * Hortgage S Releases S 65.00 300.00 
1202 City/county tax/stamps: Deed S Mortgage S 
1203 State tax/stamps: Mortgage $ 
1204 Reconveyance Fee 
1205 
1300 ADDITTCNAL SK1TLEMENT CHARGES 
1301 Survey 
1302 Pest inspection 
1303 SALT LAKE CITY SUBURBAN SANITARY DIST 16.00 
1304 
1305 
1400 TUIAL ShTJLLEMENT CHARGES (enter on tines 103 and 502) 395.00 11 ,,282.10 
l have carefully reviewed the HUD-1 Settlement Statement and to the beat of my knowledge and b e l i e f , i t is a true and accurate 
statement of atl /receipts and disbursements made on aiy account or by me in this transaction. I further cert i fy that: 1 hav* 
received a c o c / p f , HUD-1y Sett.lem^nt S^tement.. U N I V E R S I T Y T p C A O C I ^ C ^ P A N y o a t ^ q h g e n e r a l 
pary^c^Sj^i U^^IT^h^o7a dba 
Seller BY; Borrower 
The HUD-1 Settlement Statement which I have prepared is a true and accurate account of this transaction. I have 
caused the funds toJjferfiJsburseo^lOccordance with this statement. 
Settlement Agent c ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ S ^ r ^ ^ ^ •—Gate J u l y 1 4 , 1 9 9 7 
WARMING: It is a crtm»^o^>nowingly make falae statements to the united States on this or any other similar fona. 
Penalties upon conviction can include • fine and imprisonment. For details see: T i t le 18 U.S. Code Sections 1001 t 101' 
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48-1-5 PARTNERSHIP 
of tavern, equipment, furnishing, and inven-
tory that he owned to plaintiff pursuant to an 
agreement to divide profits from the business 
equally, plaintiff had full authority to manage 
the business, including purchase of supplies, 
payment of bills, and keeping of books, and 
income from the business was reported on part-
nership income tax forms, trial court could 
properly find that a partnership existed, enti-
tling plaintiff to half the compensation paid for 
disruption of business upon condemnation of 
the building where the tavern was located. 
Cutler v. Bowen, 543 P.2d 1349 (Utah 1975). 
Evidence established the existence of a part-
ANALYSIS 
Assignment for benefit of creditors. 
Death of partner. 
Purchased with partnership funds. 
Security for loan. 
Cited. 
Assignment for benefit of creditors. 
Assignment of property of partnership for 
benefit of its creditors is not rendered invalid by 
noninclusion therein of individual property of 
each partner. Wilson v. Sullivan, 17 Utah 341, 
53 P. 994 (1898). 
Death of partner. 
In suit by surviving partner against widow of 
deceased partner to recover title to certain real 
property held in the name of defendant, evi-
dence held sufficient to require such land to be 
held in trust for partnership. Matson v. Matson, 
56 Utah 394, 190 P. 943 (1920). 
i- nership where two parties entered into an 
m agreement requiring them to work together to 
3s obtain a zoning change and to develop land, 
e^ and providing for sharing the profits derived 
s, from their joint efforts; classification of the 
d project as a single undertaking rather than a 
t-
 continuous business transaction did not render 
d the trial court's finding of a partnership erro-
1_
 neous. Nupetco Assocs, v. Jenkins, 669 P.2d 877 
,r
 (Utah 1983) (decided before enactment of § 
)f
 48-1-3.1). 
Cited in Hoth v. White, 799 P.2d 213 (Utah 
> Ct. App. 1990). 
Purchased with partnership funds. 
Property purchased with partnership funds 
is prima facie the property of the firm, though 
the title is taken in the individual name of one 
or more of the partners. Deming v. Moss, 40 
Utah 501,121 P. 971 (1912); Staats v. Staats, 63 
Utah 470, 226 P. 667 (1924). 
Although two partners entered into a con-
tract in their individual names to purchase 
lands, assignments of the contract referred to 
these buyers as individuals, the property was 
referred to as that of the individuals by name in 
the trial, and the parties submitted memoran-
dums concerning the issue of cotenancy, never-
theless the partnership was the purchaser be-
cause of the use of partnership funds. Fullmer 
v. Blood, 546 P.2d 606 (Utah 1976). 
Security for loan. "* 
Where partnership money was loaned and 
note and mortgage securing the indebtedness 
COLLATERAL REFERENCES 
Am. Jur. 2d. — 59AAm. Jur. 2d Partnership C.J.S. — 68 C.J.S. Partnership § 1. 
§§ l t o 4 . 
48-1-5. Partnership property. 
All property originally brought into the partnership stock, or subsequently 
acquired by purchase or otherwise on account of the partnership, is partner-
ship property. 
Unless the contrary intention appears, property acquired with partnership 
funds is partnership property. 
Any estate in real property may be acquired in the partnership name. Title 
so acquired can be conveyed only in the partnership name. 
A conveyance to a partnership in the partnership name, though without 
words of inheritance, passes the entire estate of the grantor, unless a contrary 
intent appears. 
History: L. 1921, ch. 89, § 8; R.S. 1933 & Cross-References. — Conveyances, Title 
C. 1943, 69-1-5. 57, Chapter 1. 
NOTES TO DECISIONS 
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GENERAL AND LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIPS 48-1-6 
were taken in name of partner, note and mort- Cited in West One Trust Co. v. Morrison, 861 
gage were property of partnership so that part- P.2d 1058 (Utah Ct. App. 1993). 
ner could not be charged with amount of loan 
upon dissolution of partnership. Buzianis v. 
Buzianis, 81 Utah 1, 16 P.2d 413 (1932). 
COLLATERAL REFERENCES 
Am. Jur. 2d. — 59A Am. Jur. 2d Partnership A.L.R. — Insurance on life of partner as 
§§ 329 to 356. partnership asset, 56 A.L.R.3d 892. 
C.J.S. — 68 C.J.S. Partnership § 69. 
48-1-6. Partner agent of partnership as to partnership 
business. 
(1) Every partner is an agent of the partnership for the purpose of its 
business, and the act of every partner, including the execution in the partner-
ship name of any instrument for apparently carrying on in the usual way the 
business of the partnership of which he is a member, binds the partnership, 
unless the partner so acting has in fact no authority to act for the partnership 
in the particular matter and the person with whom he is dealing has 
knowledge of the fact that he has no such authority. 
(2) An act of a partner which is not apparently for the carrying on of the 
business of the partnership in the usual way does not bind the partnership, 
unless authorized by the other partners. 
(3) Unless authorized by the other partners or unless they have abandoned 
the business, one or more but less than all of the partners have no authority to: 
(a) Assign the partnership property in trust for creditors or on the 
assignee's promise to pay the debts of the partnership. 
(b) Dispose of the good will of the business. 
(c) Do any other act which would make it impossible to carry on the 
ordinary business of the partnership. 
(d) Confess a judgment. 
(e) Submit a partnership claim or liability to arbitration or reference. 
(4) No act of a partner in contravention of a restriction on authority shall 
bind the partnership to persons having knowledge of the restriction. 
History: L. 1921, ch. 89, § 9; R.S. 1933 & 
C. 1943, 69-1-6. 
NOTES TO DECISIONS 
ANALYSIS or carrying of mails, passengers, and express, 
T> J r- r. one of partners had, prima facie, no authority to 
Burden of proot.
 b i n d g ^ o r another partner by transaction 
Uommon-law mining partnership. relating to business of mining, and one seeking 
Duties of partners inter se. to hold firm liable by virtue of such transaction 
Manner of entering into transaction. had burden of showing authority in contracting 
Power of individual partner to bind partner- partner to enter into it. Cavanaugh v. 
sh iP- Salisbury, 22 Utah 465, 63 P. 39 (1900). 
—Borrowing money. Plaintiff, whose action was based on transac-
—Conveyance of property. tion with individual partner that was not 
lte(
*- within ordinary or apparent scope of partner-
ship business, had burden of showing either 
that partner had special authority in matter or 
a partnership engaged in stage business, that transaction was ratified by other partners 
uraen of proof. that partner had special authority in atter or 
An a D a r t n p r e h i r * £vr,«-~~~j : ~ - i . T • i.i__i. j . IJL ± _ \ C - J u ~ -j-T u 
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CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
Glade Parduhn, Surviving Part 
3657 South Buena Vista 
Sandy, Utah 34094 
March 22, 2000 
Invoice tf 43175 
For Legal Services and Exoenses Rendered; 
CLIENT: Parduhn, Glade 
MATTER: Winding Up on Dissolution 
93S39 
000004 
DATE SERVICES ATTY 
12/02/99 Letters drafted and mailed with PBF 
intent to resolve Marjorie 
Buchi's issue: telephone call to 
riarcus Sherman and from 
Mar jorie's attorney. 
12/06/99 Prepared for meeting with Marcus PBF 
Sherman; worked on Marjorie 
Buch i ' s i ssue. 
12/07/99 One hour meeting with Marcus PBF 
Sherman at Associated Title 
regarding erroneous payment: 
obtained account statement, 
escrow instructions, copies of 
checks and debt verifications; 
drafted letter demanding refund 
from Associated; drafted letter 
regarding Glade's authority to 
wind-up partnership: drafted 
letter to Larry Johnson regarding 
income tax returns and winding-up 
of partnership's books. 
2/08/99 Correspondence; letter to Larry PBF 
Johnson regarding taxes and 
accounting. 
HOURS 
0. 65 
0. 25 
3. 70 
AMOUNT 
91.00 
35.00 
5 13.00 
00 
ontinued, TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
1V>% ripJinnnpnt r.harn& will hp A.Q.QP.Q.QAH nn all arrniintQ 
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Page 2 
CLIENT: 
MATTER: 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
000004 
12/10/99 
12/13/99 
12/14/99 
12/15/99 
12/16/99 
12/17/99 
01/06/00 
01/08/00 
01/11/00 
01/12/00 
01/27/00 
01/23/00 
Called Marcus Sherman regarding 
Marjorie Buchi's payment and 
unauthorized d i sbursement; 
respnded to JoAnne Buchi's 
request for insurance policies 
and drafted accompanying letter; 
correspondence/Larry Johnson. 
Correspondence. 
Letter to JoAnne Buchi regarding 
David Little, 
Correspondence - Larry Johnson 
and Marcus Sherman, 
Miscellaneous correspondence. 
Telephone calls, Larry Johnson -
regarding winding up accounting 
work , 
Correspondence to Larry Johnson 
and Glade Parduhn. 
Worked on Vauqhn Robbins' refund 
issue; reviewed progress notes; 
draafted letter to Glade Parduhn 
regarding feedback anticipated 
from him; drafted letter to 
Marcus Sherman requesting meeting 
(to be mailed later). 
Correspondence - Glade regarding 
Robbins reimbursement claim 
(edited and mailed letter); sent 
copies of tax returns to JoAnne 
Buch i. 
Outgoing letter to Larry Johnson, 
Letter to Glade Parduhn regarding 
pending draft letter to Marcus 
Sherman, 
Letter to Glade Parduhn on 
Robbins' claim. 
PBF 1 .00 140.00 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
0 ,05 
0.05 
0 . 15 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
0. 10 
0.15 
0. 10 
0. 95 
0 . 1 0 
0.05 
0. 15 
0 .0 ! 
.00 
7 
21 
14. 
21 . 
14. 
133. 
.00 
.00 
.00 
, 00 
00 
00 
14. 00 
7. 00 
21 .00 
7.00 
T O T A L F O R S E R V I C E S 1,085.00 
C o n t l n u e d . TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
11/2% delinnuent r.harnp will hs A.C:SP.Q<;AH nn all arrnnntQ 
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CLIENT: 
MATTER: 
93889 
000004 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
DATE 
12/02/99 
12/02/99 
12/02/99 
12/02/99 
12/07/99 
12/07/99 
12/08/99 
12/08/99 
12/08/99 
12/10/99 
12/10/99 
12/14/99 
12/14/99 
12/16/99 
12/16/99 
12/16/99 
01/05/00 
31/05/00 
01/06/00 
31/06/00 
31/07/00 
51/11/00 
J 1/11/00 
U/12/00 
11/12/00 
11/27/00 
n/28/00 
fl/28/00 
EXPENSES 
Postage 
Postage. 
Postage 
Photocopi es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Photocop i es 
Te1ecop i es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
MO 
0 
0 
2 
3 
2 
7 
0 
0, 
1 
2. 
1, 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
1. 
0. 
1. 
1. 
0. 
4. 
3. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
UNT 
. 66 
. 33 
. 86 
. 30 
.20 
. 80 
. 99 
.99 
.50 
. 80 
. 35 
. 66 
. 30 
. 99 
, 33 
20 
66 
20 
32 
70 
40 
63 
70 
66 
30 
10 
33 
5 0 
T O T A L F O R E X P E N S E S 42. 76 
TOTAL FOR SERVICES AND EXPENSES 
AMOUNT DUE 
$ 
* 
1, 1 2 7 - 7 6 
1. 1 2 7 . 7 6 
TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
V/2% delinauent charae will he assessed nn all arrniintc 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben lark Law School, BYU. 
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Glade Parduhn 
8657 South 8uena Vista 
Sandy, Utah 84094 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
For Legal Services and Expenses Rendered: 
CLIENT: Parduhn, Glade 
MATTER: Dissolution Action 
0. 15 
DATE SERVICES ATTY HOURS 
03/02/99 Read Notice by Bratf'fc mother and PBF 1.00 
called her attorney; mailed 
latest request for hearing to 
Mrs. Buchi; advi&ed Nedra Parduhn 
5 of $19,000 claim vs. Glade. 
03/02/99 Discussion.."with Glade regarding PBF 
record of payment to Marjorie 
Buchi. 
03/04/99 Reviewed cancelled ohfcclc brought 
by Nedra Parduhn, 
83/05/99 Reviewed paper work on checks; 
drafted letter to attorney and to 
-\v " C! adsi; 
53/09/99 Correspondence on the Marjorie 
SuchI claim. 
J3/15/99 Checked tt/ith David York regarding 
status; met with Martin Tanner 
regarding his position on 
personal representative; drafted 
letter to S. Little. 
'3/23/99 Read letter from attorney Little. PBF 0.10 
f3/24/99 Letter to S, Little regarding PBF 0.25 
promissory not©; David York 
conveyed oral settlement offer 
from Martin Tannef. 
3/26/99 Update by David York; discussed PBF 0.05 
cost of bond, 
AMOUNT 
140.00 
2 1 . 0 0 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
0. 15 
a.75 
0. 10 
0.25 
21.00 
105.00 
14.00 
35.00 
14.00 
35.00 
7.00 
V I I V 4 H U t t U • fi & TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
V/2% delinauent charae will be assessed on all amounts 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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2> r - - . ~„ 
3 age 2 
:L IENT: 
IATTER: 
93889 
003804 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUrTE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
[4/03/99 
J4/03/99 
4/05/99 
J3/30/99 Received documentary evidence PBF 
from S» Little regarding Marjory 
Buchi's claiml evaluated source; 
drafted a Settlement Agreement 
and Release* 
Correspondence regarding PBF 
partnership wind-up issues; met 
at Parduhn's home to review 
partnership expense issues. 
Organizing documents; drafted PBF 
document to JoAnne Butihi listing 
and documenting unpaid 
partnership debts. 
Finished up with unpaid charges PBF 
summary letter to JoAnne Buchi, 
With attachments; letter to Nedra 
Parduhn seeking clarification on 
certain claimed charges; letters 
to Larry Johnson seeking 
information and appointment; 
advised Nedra of need to file 
taxesj found discrepancies in 
payments to state agencies and 
prepared letter to Glade 
concerning this issue. 
4/06/99 Met with JoAnne Buchi regarding PBF 
affairs of partnership and 
accounting issues; ih particular, 
reviewed the Associated records 
that we have; suggested options 
estate might have versus Lissa, 
that the partnership may not 
have? urged her to retain an 
attorney to advise estate 
4/08/99 Worked on accounting issues, PBF 
4/09/99 Several letters regarding PBF 
accounting, tafces, prior tax 
returns, and Parduhns' 
reimbursement; reviewed and 
forwarded letter from escrow co. 
setting forth accounting. 
0.7S 105.00 
1.75 
2.00 
2.50 
245.00 
280.00 
350.00 
1.00 140.00 
0.25 
0.75 
35.00 
105.00 
j.nt i nued. « . TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
11/2% delinquent charge will be assessed on all accounts 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
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CLIENT: 
MATTER? 
93889 
000004 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
04/12/99 Conference with Bryan Fishburn LMC 
re: case history and assignment; 
copy and review file documents, 
04/12/99 Set up appointment with Title 
Company! other general work. 
04/13/99 Call frofo title company to set up 
appointment. 
04/13/99 Access CourtsXchafige and review 
dockets of various fcaces. 
04/14/99 Setting up foeeting with Title 
Company! discussed issue with 
JoAnne BUchi, 
04/16/99 Met with representative at Title 
Company. 
04/21/99 Worked on Marjorife Buchi's claim. 
4/22/99 Review letter and attachments 
from Scott Little? receive 
assignments from Bryan Fishburn; 
attempts to reach CM Card 
Customer Services. 
04/22/9? Call from Nfcdra Parduhn regarding PBF 
accounting and dissolution 
issues? mailed escrow accounting 
documents to Nedra with letter; 
called M&rk Buchi and discussed 
Promissory Note issue with him; 
drafted letter to Glade Parduhn 
recommending the debt on the 
Promissory Note be paid. 
J4/23/99 Call frofe JoAnne regarding PBF 
questions; tailed to JoAnne 
partial cdpy of divorce decree, 
per request; mailed Nedra Parduhn 
copy of documents provided by 
title company, per her request; 
Had Linda McGee, paralegal, check 
Court records regarding alleged 
appointment of Allison as 
guardian. 
0.50 37,50 
PBF 
PBF 
LMC 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
LMC 
0.35 
0.05 
0.50 
0.25 
1.00 
0.75 
0.7S 
49.00 
7.00 
37.50 
35.00 
140.00 
105.00 
56.25 
1.00 
0.25 
140.00 
35.00 
ont i nued. TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
11A% Holmm mnt ^harno \A/III ho QCCOCCOH on all arrn i in+e 
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CLIENT: 
MATTER: 
93889 
000804 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CrTY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
04/26/99 Call frote Marcus Sherman at 
Associated Title; discussed 
Marjorie Buchi's claito with Nedra 
Parduhn. 
H/28/99 Telephone calIs to JoAnne Buchi, 
Glade Parduhn and Scott Little; 
drafted letter to Title Company 
authorising payment of check to 
Marjorie Buchi to satisfy loan 
obi igatioh. 
F5/18/99 Called JoAnhe regarding approving 
some of itetos on the joint list; 
drafted co-instruction letter to 
Escrow Co. for JoAnne and Glade 
to sign. 
5/24/99 Correspondence on $8,000 check. 
6/01/99 Call to JoAnne Buchi regarding 
payment of partnership bills. 
6/04/99 Discussion with JoAnne Buchi 
regarding $8,000 check; Snap-On 
debt; MasterCard overcharge on 
Marjorie Buchi's credit card; 
other partnership dissolution 
issues* 
6/07/99 Internet research regarding GM 
Card offices to Call re! double 
billing charges and telephone 
conferences with GM re: same. 
6/22/99 Called and drafted letter to D. 
Scott Little on MasterCard -
Marjorie Buchi'e claim. 
4/23/99 Edited letter to D. Scott Little 
on Marjorie Buchi's claim. 
i/24/99 Prepared to meeting with JoAnne 
Biichi to see if she will approve 
partnership expenditures; 
reviewed facts and documents and 
proof she had .requested; talked 
with Larry Johnson on the 
telephone! 1*5 hr. meeting with 
JoAnne? went to Glade'B home to 
obtain his signature* 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
LMC 
PBF 
0. 15 
0.40 
0.75 
0.05 
0.0S 
0.50 
1.00 
0.25 
21.00 
56.00 
105.00 
7.00 
7.00 
70.00 
75.00 
35.00 
PBF 
PBF 
0. 15 
2.25 
21.00 
315.00 
i-nt i Huso. TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
V/2% delinquent charge will be assessed on all accounts 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben lark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Pa 9e 5 
CLIENT: 
MATTER J 
93889 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
06/25/99 <i. 00 "h.r.l Met with Marcus PBF 
Sherman ia't Associated Title 
Company to review status; (1.00 
hr* ) met with Larry Johnson 
regarding partnership accounting 
issues! kfid C»25 hr.) discussed 
with Glade What title company has 
ascertained about checks. 
06/28/99 Letter to Larry Johnson. PBF 
06/29/99 Called Little's office on PBF 
Marjorie Bufchi's claim: reviewed 
Marcus Sheri&an's letter and 
prepared letter baeed on that 
information., 
07/07/99 Discussed term© of final 
settlement with Marjorie Buchi. 
07/26/99 Checked invoice from Grant-Hatch 
for bondj letter to JoAnne Buchi. 
07/30/99 Drafted settlemeht for Marjorie 
.'•'.-:•; Buchi t.d/6i§K;;-^ /::; 
08/24/99; Edited Settlement Agreement on 
Marjorie Buchi. 
08/30/99 Edited Marjorie Buchi's 
settlemehtr drafted letter to 
Marjprie'e atiorhey, to M. 
Sherman and to clients. 
09/07/99 Finalised draft of Agreement on PBF 
Marjorie Buchi matter; finished 
and mailed^ letters. 
?9/08/99: Letter to Mifcus Sherman on PBF 
Marjorie Bufchi. 
J9/15/99 Called Scott Lit*le regarding PBF 
Marjorie Buchi; call from JoAnne 
Buchi regarding Marjofie's issue 
.-.-.'. .'a"net documents she wishes to 
inspect* 
59/16/99 Telephone call from Marjorie's PBF 
attorney. 
0/04/99 Telephone calf from attorney on PBF 
settlement. 
2.25 315.00 
0.0S 
0.35 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
0.05 
0.20 
0.20 
0. 10 
0.50 
0.25 
0.05 
0.25 
0.05 
0.05 
7.00 
49.00 
7.00 
28.00 
28.00 
14.00 
70.00 
35.00 
7.00 
35.00 
7.00 
7.00 
T O T A L 
lont inued. « . , 
F 0 R S E R V I C E S 
TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
3 , 6 1 5 . 2 5 
11A°/» riplinm lont rharna \A/ill h o a c c o c e o r l n n oil ar*r*r\t ir»4-e» 
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Page 6 
CLIENT: 
MATTER! 
93889 
002504 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
DATE 
J3/02/99 
F3/02/99 
13/05/99 
f3/09/99 
f3/09/99 
'3/09/99 
13/16/99 
3/16/99 
3/21/99 
3/24/99 
3/25/99 
4/01/99 
4/02/99 
4/02/99 
4/02/99 
4/05/99 
4/06/99 
4/06/99 
4/06/99 
4/12/99 
4/12/99 
4/12/99 
4/12/99 
1/12/99 
4/12/99 
»/13/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/22/99 
f/22/99 
1/23/99 
>/23/99 
1/23/99 
i/23/99 
1/26/99 
/30/99 
1/30/99 
V30/99 
EXPENSES 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocop ies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocop ies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopi es 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopi es 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopi es 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Telecopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Runner Expense 
AMOUNT 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
5, 
0. 
0. 
2. »
 
0. 
0. 
6. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
1. 
0. 
0. 
2. 
1. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
7. 
.33 
.44 
. 18 
.33 
.33 
.99 
.33 
.54 
.24 
.99 
.90 
.79 
.33 
.99 
.66 
,58 
.66 
33 
07 
99 
33 
99 
21 
66 
27 
33 
33 
IS 
33 
35 
33 
33 
34 
10 
36 
99 
99 
50 
n i i riued. TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
V/2% delinauent charae will be assessed on all accounts 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben lark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
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CLIENT: 
MATTER: 
93889 
000204 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
04/30/99 
05/05/99 
05/05/99 
05/17/99 
05/18/99 
05/21/99 
05/21/99 
05/24/99 
05/24/99 
06/25/99 
06/25/99 
06/29/99 
06/29/99 
07/15/99 
07/15/99 
7/20/99 
07/20/99 
07/28/99 
07/28/99 
07/29/99 
09/07/99 
09/07/99 
09/08/99 
09/08/99 
Telecopies . 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Business Reals 
Business Meals 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
1. 10 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1, 
0. 
2. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
5. 
5. 
0. 
1. 
0. 
2. 
1. 
1. 
0. 
.66 
.72 
.81 
.08 
.88 
.72 
.66 
.35 
,99 
.34 
,99 
,90 
66 
27 
37 
41 
66 
26 
33 
25 
87 
32 
45 
T O T A L F O R E X P E N S E S 81.97 
TOTAL FOR SERVICES AND EXPENSES 
AMOUNT DUE 
3,697.22 
3,697.22 
TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
"|1/>% Holinnnont nharnn IA/III h^ aceneeflH r\n oil QAA/M mfc 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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Glade Parduhn 
8657 South Buana Vista 
Sandy, Utah 84094 
CALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
December 20, 1999 
Invoice # 45650 
For Legal Services and Expenses Rendered: 
CLIENT; Parduhn, Glade 
MATTER; Snap-on Tools Corp, 
DATE 
f4/26/99 
4/28/99 
6/15/99 
SERVICES 
6/17/99 
6/22/99 
6/29/99 
6/30/99 
8/31/99 
?/2t/99 
J/11/99 
1/12/99 
drafted letter 
J. Brown, 
re-examined 
Read Snap-On letter; copies to 
Glade Parduhn and JoAnne Buchi; 
called Jeff Brown 
to Jeff. 
Correspondence to 
Read Brown letter 
contract and notice documents; 
found FMA case; drafted respqnse 
to Brown and again offerred 
"* 1,000, 
Correspondence - J. Brown. 
Sent reply to J. Brown; edited 
letter to Glado Parduhn. 
Drafted offer letter. 
Letter to Jeff Brown. 
Left message with Jeff Brown. 
Advised by Nedra that Snap On 
filed sui t« 
Prepared Answer to Complaint. 
Filed Answer; left telephone 
message with attorney Brown; 
letter to Martin Tanner and 
JoAnne Buchi. 
ATTY 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
has 
HOURS 
0.75 
0.05 
1.25 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
P-
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
•;'. V 0 . 
0. 
0. 
. 10 
.25 
. IS 
05 
05 
05 
50 
50 
AMOUNT 
105.00 
7.00 
175.00 
14, 
35, 
21. 
7. 
7. 
7. 
70. 
70. 
.00 
.00 
.00 
,00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
T O T A L F O R S E R V I C E S 518.00 
n t i n u e d . , TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
VA% delinquent charge will be assessed on ail accounts 
30 days past due (18% annuai percentage rate) Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
CALLISTEI^NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
DATE 
04/26/99 
04/29/99 
04/30/99 
04/30/99 
05/07/99 
06/22/99 
06/22/99 
06/23/99 
06/23/99 
07/01/99 
07/01/99 
10/07/99 
10/12/99 
0/13/99 
10/13/99 
EXPENSES 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
'Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
AMOUNT 
0.81 
0.90 
0.33 
0.54 
. 0.33 
0.99 
1.62 
1.10 
0.36 
0.99 
0.36 
6.30 
0.99 
2.64 
0.72 
T 0 T A L , F 0 R E X P E N S E S * 18.98 
TOTAL FOR SERVICES AND EXPENSES 
AMOUNT DUE 
TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
1>2% delinquent charge wili be assessed on ail accounts 
30 days past due (18% annual percentage rate) 
Page 2 
CLIENT; 93889 
MATTER: 0BB8S5 
. • 536.98 
• 536.98 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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Glade Parduhn 
86S7 South Buena Vista 
Sandy, Utah 84094 
C ALLISTER NEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
December 20, 1999 
Invoice * 45648 
For Legal Services and Expenses Rendered: 
CLIENT: Parduhn, Glade 
MATTER: Lissa Buchi 
DATE SERVICES 
2/03/99 Initial draft of Tanner letter 
regarding discovery due date. 
2/04/99 Letter to Martin Tanner, faxed, 
regarding past diie on discovery* 
2/08/99 (.50 hr.? Drafted motion to 
compel and memorandum; (.25 hr. ) 
Called Holme Roberts' firm to 
request access to closing; (.25 
hr,) drafted letter to Martin 
regarding damages regarding 
wrongful lien statute. 
3/05/99 Drafted motion and memorandum to 
compel * 
3/08/99 Edited Motion and Memorandum to 
Compelx 
3/09/99 Final edit to Motion to Compel. 
J/10/99 Worked on Motion to Compel. 
J/11/99 Filed Motion to Compel and 
Memorandum in support of Motion. 
1/15/99 Portion of settlement discussion 
conference with Martin Tanner. 
t/29/99 Met with RicK Davis, attorney, to 
analyze strength of Lissa's 
waiver defense. 
'Z29/99 Meet with Bryan Fishburn re 
Texaco sale issues 
ATTY 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
HOURS 
0.10 
0. 10 
1.30 
AMOUNT 
14.00 
14.00 
140.00 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
PBF 
0.75 
0.20 
0.10 
0.05 
0.25 
0.50 
0.75 
105.00 
28. 00 
14.00 
7.00 
35.00 
70.00 
105.00 
TRD 0.50 80.00 
nt i nued. TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
1>2% delinquent charge will be assessed on all accounts 
30 days past due (18% annual percentage rate) Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
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CLIENT; 
MATTER'. 
93889 
000003 
CALLISTERNEBEKER 
&Mc£lSxOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
TELECOPIER 801-364-9127 
03/30/99 Reviewed records provided by PBF 
Nedra that pertain mostly to real 
estate transaction. 
04/01/99 Review issues to be researched 
with B. Fishburn 
04/02/99 Drafted and filed Notice to 
Submit On motion to compel. 
04/06/99 vJoAnne reviewed and commented on 
records! difccussfed status of case 
with her. 
04/11/99 Drafted Order on motion to PBF 
compel * 
04/12/99 Letter to Martin Tanner, Esq. PBF 
04/28/99 Letter to Judge Frederick with PBF 
proposed Order* 
0.S0 
JW 
PBF 
PBF 
0.20 
0.25 
0.50 
0.25 
0.05 
0.25 
70. 
18.00 
35.00 
70.00 
35.00 
7.00 
35.00 
. T 0 . T A L F O R S E R V I C E S 882. 
DATE 
03/08/99 
03/11/99 
03/11/99 
&3/12/99 
B3/23/99 
13/26/99 
54/01/99 
J4/01/99 
J4/01/99 
M/06/99 
M/07/99 
74/12/99 
J4/12/99 
F4/12/99 
14/30/99 
14/30/99 
19/29/99 
EXPENSES 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Runner Expense LMI 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Postage 
Photocopies 
Postage 
Photocop i es 
Postage 
AMOUNT 
0 
0 
6 
5, 
0, 
0. 
0. 
0. 
2. 
20. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
1. 
0. 
1. 
0. 
.45 
.33 
.75 
.00 
.99 
,54 
.36 
,99 
70 
79 
18 
66 
66 
17 
33 
44 
66 
T O T A L F O R E X P E N S E S 44.00 
lont i nued, TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
11/2% delinquent charge wiii be assessed on ail accounts 
30 days past due (18% annual percentage rate) Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
CALLISTERNEBEKER 
&McCULLOUGH 
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY TOWER EAST SUITE 900 
10 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE 
Page 3 S A L T L A K E CITY, U T A H 84133 
TELEPHONE 801-530-7300 
C L I E N T , 93889 T E L E C O P I E R 801-364-9127 
MATTER: 0080.93 
TOTAL FOR SERVICES AND EXPENSES • 926.01 
PREPAID FUNDS APPLIED < 515.73) 
AMOUNT DUE * 41*.27 
TERMS: INVOICE DUE UPON RECEIPT 
Vi% delinquent charge will be assessed on all accounts 
30 days past due (18% annual percentage rate) Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
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Order of Dismissal 
c 
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FISHBURN & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
P. BRYAN FISHBURN, ESQ. (#A4572) 
4505 South Wasatch Boulevard, Suite #215 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84124 
Telephone: (801)277-3445 
Fax: (801) 277-0333 
Attorneys for Defendants 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
SNAP-ON TOOLS CORPORATION, a 
Delaware corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
GLADE PARDUHN, individually and 
doing business as UNIVERSITY TEXACO, 
and UNIVERSITY TEXACO, a Utah 
general partnership, 
Defendants. 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 
Civil No. 990908832 
Judge Stephen H. Henriod 
Before the Court is Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, filed October 18, 2001. The motion 
was supported by a Memorandum of Points and Authorities filed the same date. Plaintiff did not 
oppose the motion. Consistent with the Court's Minute Entry dated November 19, 2001 and 
GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, THE COURT ORDERS THAT: 
1. Defendants' Motion to Dismiss Complaint is GRANTED. 
2. Plaintiffs Complaint is hereby DISMISSED. 
"' £iMv mmm Third Judicial District 
Dt€?1 7 2001 
llNTY 
eputy Clerk 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
! ? 
DATED this W day of (ku^tJL+, 2001. 
TfflRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
The Honorable Stephen 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing [proposed] ORDER OF 
DISMISSAL was mailed, postage prepaid, on this ^ ' day of November, 2001, to the 
following: 
Jeffrey B. Brown, Esq. 
BROWN PROFESSIONAL GROUP 
4685 South Highland Drive, Suite #175 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84117 
'^J^Jif^i 
-2-
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Letter, Bryan Fishburn to Susan Black Dunn, August 30,2000. 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
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LOUIS H. CALLISTER 
GARY R. HOWE 
L. S. M cCULLOUGH, JR. 
FRED W. FINLINSON 
DOROTHY C. PLESHE 
J O H N A. BECKSTEAD 
JEFFREY N. CLAYTON 
JAMES R. HOLBROOK 
W. WALDAN LLOYD 
JEFFREY L. SHIELDS 
RICHARD T BEARD 
STEVEN E. TYLER 
CRAIG F. McCULLOUGH 
GEORGE R. SUTTON 
RANDALL D BENSON 
GEORGE E. HARRIS, JR.1 
T. RICHARD DAVIS 
PAUL H. SHAPHREN 
DAMON E. COOMBS 
BRIAN W. BURNETT 
CASS C. BUTLER 
LYNDA COOK 
JOHN H. REES 
MARK L. CALLISTER* 
P. BRYAN FISHBURN 
MARTIN R. DENNEY 
JAN M. BERGESON 
LAURIE S. HART 
WILLIAM H. CHRISTENSEN 
GLEN F. STRONG8 
JAMES D. GILSON4 
CRAIG T. JACOBSEN 
JOHN B. LINDSAY 
DOUGLAS K. CUMMINGS 
ZACHARY T. SHIELDS 
CYNTHIA J . CRASS 
JEANENE F. PATTERSON* 
DAVID R. YORK 
LEE S. McCULLOUGH, lit 
JENNIFER WARD 
SCOTT B. FINLINSON 
LEONARD J . CARSON 
G A L L I S T E R N E B E K E R 
& McGULLOUGH 
A P R O F E S S I O N A L C O R P O R A T I O N 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
GATEWAY T O W E R E A S T SUITE 9 0 0 
IO E A S T S O U T H T E M P L E 
SALT L A K E CITY, UTAH B4I33 
T E L E P H O N E 8 0 1 - 5 3 0 7 3 0 0 
FAX SOI-36«*-9l27 
August 30, 2000 
1 A L S O M E M B E R MISSOURI BAR 
2 A L S O MEMBER CALIFORNIA BAR 
3 ALSO M E M B E R ILLINOIS BAR 
4 A L S O M E M B E R C O L O R A D O AND WASHINGTON D.C. BARS 
6 A L S O MEMBER NEW YORK AND DELAWARE BARS 
Susan Black Dunn, Esq. 
DUNN & DUNN 
230 South 500 East, #460 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Re: Parduhn vs. Snap-On Tool Co.; CN&M #93889.05 
OF COUNSEL 
LUCY KNIGHT ANDRE 
EARL P. STATEN 
LOUIS H. CALLISTER. SR. 
(1904-1983} 
FRED L. FINLINSON 
Oeoe- ioos ) 
RICHARD H. NEBEKER 
( 1 9 2 4 - 1 9 9 8 ) 
TO C A L L WRITER DIRECT 
(801) 530-7352 
\\V AUG 31 200i 
it 
- J 
Dear Susan: 
V 
Subsequent to your telephone message on July 27,1 wrote to Jeff Brown and asked how much 
more money Snap-On would require to also release the claim in filed with the estate of Brad Buchi. I 
did not ever receive a response. 
I have also left messages on Jeffs voice-mail, seeking the same information. Again, no 
response. 
On August 22nd, I argued a motion (which, ironically, was before Judge Stirba) on another 
matter where Jeff Brown represented the adverse party. After the hearing, I spoke to Brown about the 
dilemma created by JoAnne's objection. Jeff said he would speak to his client that afternoon and 
promptly advise what sum Snap-On would want in order to also release its claim against Brad's estate. 
However, again, I received no communication or information. 
Glade, as the partner in charge of winding-up the partnership's affairs, has a duty to protect the 
partnership's assets (whether it be one or two persons who has a claim to them). The only way to 
limit exposure of the partnership's assets to no more than $2,500 is to accept Snap-On's offer. 
Otherwise, exposure to the partnership and Glade, personally, may exceed $10,000; even $12,000 or 
more. 
On receipt of your July 27th telephone message, I re-examined the file and the pleadings. Snap-
On filed its lawsuit on August 31, 1999. It named as Defendants Glade Parduhn and University 
Texaco. It did not name Brad Buchi. In fact, the appropriate forum for a claim against Brad's estate 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Susan Black Dunn, Esq. 
August 30, 2000 
Page 2 
was the probate proceeding. I believe that, by that time, Snap-On already had an approved claim 
perfected in Brad's probate estate. 
In every other partnership claim I have settled, I have been able to obtain release of the 
creditor's claim against the partnership, all partners, all former partners, and against Brad's estate as 
well. This time, it did not happen. As Snap-On has an approved claim sitting in Brad's probate 
estate, it was not interested in compromising or dropping that claim in return for payment of $2,500. 
Under the circumstances, you are correct in concluding that acceptance of Snap-On's 
settlement offer will not directly benefit Brad's estate.1 I will therefore instruct the partnership's 
accountant that the entire $2,500 necessary to effect the settlement should be charged against Glade's 
capital account. I furthermore have asked Mr. Johnson to charge all attorneys fees previously paid 
this firm on the Snap-On matter (about $1,000 total) to Glade's capital account. I will make the same 
request as to any additional attorneys fees due on and attributable to the Snap-On matter. 
Glade's capital account, therefore, will bear the load. All settlement expense, including 
attorneys fees, will therefore be attributed only to Glade's capital account. None of it will be 
attributed to Brad's account. This adjustment will, to a small degree, diminish the huge discrepancy 
between Glade's and Brad's capital accounts. 
Sincerely, 
CALLISTER NEBEKER & McCULLOUGH 
P. Bryapf Fishburn, Esq. 
PBF\mhm / 
cc: Mr. Glade L. Parduhn 
pbf\293783-l 
1
 It may benefit it indirectly by increasing the partnership assets available for distribution to partners 
in accordance with the partnership agreement and the partners' capital accounts. 
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JoAnne Buchi and Brad Buchi Stipulation and Order 
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TOM D. BRANCH (3997) 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
5300 South 360 West, Suite 360 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84123 
Telephone (801) 262-1500 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
JOANNE R. BUCHI, I STIPULATION 
Plaintiff, 
vs. Civil No. 964901149 
BRAD KEVIN BUCHI, Judge Frank G. Noel 
Defendant. Commissioner Thomas Arnett 
Plaintiff, Joanne R. Buchi individually and by and through her 
legal counsel Tom D. Branch, and Defendant Brad Kevin Buchi 
individually, in an effort to continue to work towards a 
reconsiliation, hereby enter into this Stipulation with regard to 
the temporary distribution of real and personal property; payment 
of debts accumulated by the parties; liquidation of certain assets; 
a restraining order; a promissory note; and related matters subject 
to approval by the Court. 
IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 
Provision Relating to Residence 
1. Each party will continue to reside in the residences 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
in which they currently reside. 
Provisions Relating to Disposition of Certain Personal Property 
2. During the course of the marriage relationship, the 
parties' have acquired certain personal property. Said personal 
property of the parties' is to be disposed of or temporarily 
allocated as follows: 
a. The Defendant is to sell the 1982 Jeep 
automobile. ,_ 
b. The Jiefendant is to purchase a 1995 Subaru, 
financing approximately $11,500.00. Defendant to service the 
debt in connection with said automobile, is to have 
clear title to the vehicle free of any encumberances, subject 
only to the original loan against the vehicle. Plaintiff is 
responsible for taxes, license, and insurance. 
c. All remaining personal property to remain in the 
possession, custody, and control of the party in whose custody 
the personal property currently resides with the exception of 
the "Fish Tank", which will be placed in the custody of 
Defendant. 
Provisions Relating to Debts and Obligations 
3. During their marriage, the parties have acquired 
certain debts and obligations. It is fair and reasonable that the 
Defendant be ordered to continue to pay, and hold Plaintiff 
2 
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\ 
harmless from liability on, all debts and obligations currently 
being paid by Defendant* In addition all debts incurred by 
Defendant after the parties' Date of Separation, October 15, 1995, 
are to be paid by Defendant. 
4. It is also fair and reasonable that the Plaintiff be 
ordered to continue to pay, and hold Defendant harmless from 
liability on, all debts and obligations currently being paid by 
Plaintiff. In addition all debts incurred by Plaintiff after the 
parties' Date of Separation, October 15, 1995, are to be paid by 
Plaintiff. 
Provision relating to Promissory Note 
5. Plaintiff is the holder of a certain Promissory Note 
in the face amount of approximately $60,000.00 dated July 19, 1995 
(see Addendum "A"). 
6. Begining August 1, 1996, and continuing thereafter 
until paid in full, Defendant will pay a monthly payment to 
Plaintiff in the amount of $552.87. 
7. Defendant herein agrees to a Consensual Lien in favor 
of Plaintiff on certain "gas station" properties (see Exhibit "A" 
and "B") as security on the Promissory Note above described. Said 
Lien to continue in Plaintiff's favor until such time as the 
subject Promissory Note is paid in full by Defendant. 
3 
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Miscellaneous Provisions 
Beneficial Interest in Life Insurance Policy 
8. Defendant is to maintain a life insurance policy on 
his life in an amount exceeding $100,000.00. 
9. Defendant is to designate Plaintiff as beneficiary to 
the proceeds of said life insurance in an amount of at least 
$100,000.00, as long as the marital relationship continues, or 
until such time as the aforementioned Promissory Note is paid in 
full by Defendant. 
Restraining Order 
10. The Defendant and Plaintiff should be restrained from 
incumbering, liquidating, or otherwise depleting the assets of the 
maritial relationship, prior to a final settlement and distribution 
of the marital assets. Defendant and Plaintiff will make every 
effort to maintain the current condition and value of the maritial 
assets in their respective custody. 
11. In the event either party to this Stipulation 
defaults in his or her obligations hereunder, the party in default 
shall be liable to the other party for all reasonable expenses, 
including attorney's fees, incurred in the enforcement of the 
obligations created by this Stipulation and accompanying Order. 
4 
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IN WITNESS HEREOF the parties on the 3 ^ day of August, 1996, 
execute this Stipulation. 
yA 
BRAD KEVIN BUCHI 
Defendant 
^l iAw "7\> 
STATE OF UTAH 
SALT LAKE COUNTY 
ss 
On the ji A<- day of August, 1996, personally appeared before 
me Joanne R. Buchi the signer of the foregoing instrument who 
acknowledged to me that sh^ r ex^uted the samp>. \l 
.Y PUBLIC 
inq in*. 
oil wyu/vA^ 
STATE OF UTAH 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 
On the^X___ day of August, 1996, personally appeared before 
me Brad Kevin Buchi the signer of the foregoing instrument who 
acknowledged to me that she^ -executed the same. 
My Commission Expires: 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
R$Hding in: 
same. r\ 
ro fri PjCfa C l A 
*
%
*Jut;„.S 
!»i 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
TOM D. BRANCH (3997) 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
5300 South 360 West, Suite 360 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84123 
Telephone (801) 262-1500 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
JOANNE R. BUCHI, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BRAD KEVIN BUCHI, 
Defendant. 
TEMPORARY ORDER 
Civil No. 964901149 
Judge Frank G. Noel 
Commissioner Thomas N. Arnett 
Plaintiff, Joanne R. Buchi individually and by and through her 
legal counsel Tom D. Branch, and Defendant Brad Kevin Buchi 
individually, in an effort to continue to work towards a 
reconsiliation, have entered into a Stipulation with regard to the 
temporary distribution of real and personal property; payment of 
debts accumulated by the parties; liquidation of certain assets; a 
restraining order; a promissory note; and related matters subject 
to approval by the Court. 
Pursuant to the Stipulation of the parties, which has 
been duly filed with the Court, and good cause appearing, 
1 
( 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: 
Provision Relating to Residence 
1. Each party will continue to reside in the residences 
in which they currently reside. 
Provisions Relating to Disposition of Certain Personal Property 
2. During the course of the marriage relationship, the 
parties' have acquired certain personal property. Said personal 
property of the parties' is to be disposed of or temporarily 
allocated as follows: 
a. The Defendant will sell the 1982 Jeep 
automobile. 
b. The Defendant will purchase a 1995 Subaru, 
financing approximately $11,500.00. Defendant to service the 
debt in connection with said automobile. Defendant is to have 
clear title to the vehicle free of any encumberances, subject 
only to the original loan against the vehicle. 
Plaintiff is responsible for taxes, license, and insurance. 
c. All remaining personal property to remain in the 
possession, custody, and control of the party in whose custody 
the personal property currently resides with the exception of 
the "Fish Tank", which will be placed in the custody of 
Defendant. 
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Provisions Relating to Debts and Obligations 
3. During their marriage, the parties have acquired 
certain debts and obligations. Defendant is ordered to continue to 
pay, and hold Plaintiff harmless from liability on, all debts and 
obligations currently being paid by Defendant. In addition all 
debts incurred by Defendant after the parties Date of Separation, 
October 15, 1995, are to be paid by Defendant. 
4. Plaintiff is hereby ordered to continue to pay, and 
hold Defendant harmless from liability on, all debts and 
obligations currently being paid by Plaintiff. In addition all 
debts incurred by Plaintiff after the parties Date of Separation, 
October 15, 1995, are to be paid by Plaintiff. 
Provision relating to Promissory Note 
5. Plaintiff is the holder of a certain Promissory Note 
in the face amount of approximately $63,000.00 dated July 19, 1995 
(see Addendum "A"). 
6. Begining August 1, 1996, and continuing thereafter 
until paid in full, Defendant is ordered to pay a monthly payment 
to Plaintiff in the amount of $552.87. 
7. Defendant is ordered to enter into a Consensual Lien 
in favor of Plaintiff on certain "gas station" properties (see 
Exhibit "A" and "B") as security on the Promissory Note above 
described. Said Lien to continue in Plaintiffs' favor until such 
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time as the subject Promissory Note is paid in full by Defendant. 
Miscellaneous Provisions 
Beneficial Interest in Life Insurance Policy 
8. Defendant is ordered to maintain a life insurance 
policy on his life in an amount exceeding $100,000.00. 
9. Defendant is ordered to designate Plaintiff as 
beneficiary to the proceeds of said life insurance in an amount of 
at least $100,000.00, as long as the marital relationship 
continues, or until such time as the aforementioned Promissory Note 
is paid in full by Defendant. 
Restraining Order 
10. The Defendant and Plaintiff are hereby restrained 
from incumbering, liquidating, or otherwise depleting the assets of 
the maritial relationship, prior to a final settlement and 
distribution of the marital assets. Defendant and Plaintiff are 
ordered to make every effort to maintain the current condition and 
value of the maritial assets in their respective custody. 
11. In the event either party to this Stipulation 
defaults in his or her obligations hereunder, the party in default 
shall be liable to the other party for all reasonable expenses, 
including attorney's fees, incurred in the enforcement of the 
obligations created by the parties stipulation and this Order. 
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DATED this day of August, 1996. 
BY THE THIRD DISTRICT COURT: 
AS ORDERED: 
JUDGE FRANK G. NOEL 
5 
I 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
PROMISSORY NOTE 
(Non-negotiable) 
$63,000.00 July 19,1995 
1. Promise to Pay. FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned ("Borrower") promises to pay 
the HOLDER, JoAnne Buchi, whose address is 10013 Rockview Drive, Sandy, Utah, designated by the 
Holder, the principal sum of SIXTY-THREE THOUSAND DOLLARS ($63,000.00), (the "Principal 
Indebtedness") as hereinafter set forth. 
2. Interest. The outstanding balance of the Principal Indebtedness shall bear interest at the rate 
of Ten percent (10%) from the date hereof except in the case of a default of this Note, in which case this 
outstanding balance of the Principal Indebtedness shall bear interest at the rate of twelve percent (12%). 
When applicable, interest shall accrue daily on the outstanding balance of the Principal Indebtedness at 
the Base Rate and shall be calculated on the basis of a 365-day year. 
3. Payments, Borrower shall pay the sum of $552.87 per month beginning on September 1, 
1995 and continuing on the 1st day of each month thereafter until the entire outstanding balance is paid 
in full. Borrower reserves the right to prepay all, or any part, of the Principal Indebtedness owing on 
this Promissory Note at any time or times prior to maturity without notice and without payment of any 
premium or penalty. Borrower agrees that any such prepayment will be made to Holder in the form of 
cash or equivalent before 3:00 p.m. Mountain Standard Time to facilitate investment of such prepayment 
funds for the account of Holder. Borrower understands that if this deadline is not met, interest will 
continue to accrue on the Principal Indebtedness at the rate specified herein until the next business day. 
4. Default. Upon Borrower's failure to: 
(a) pay when due and payable any sums or observe and perform any of the other 
covenants specified in this Note, if such default is not cured within ten (10) days after written 
notice to Borrower; or 
(b) if Borrower commences: (i) any case, proceeding, or other action seeking 
reorganization, arrangement, adjustment, liquidation, dissolution, or composition of Borrower or 
Borrower's debts under any law relating to bankruptcy, reorganization or relief of debtors, or 
seeking appointment of a receiver, trustee, custodian or other similar official for Borrower or for 
all or any substantial part of Borrower's property, (ii) any such case, proceeding, or other action 
is commenced against Borrower and is not dismissed within sixty (60) days after having been 
filed; or 
(c) the dissolution, termination of existence or insolvency of Borrower; 
(d) the entire unpaid Principal Indebtedness, together with all accrued and unpaid 
interest thereon shall, at the election of Holder, become immediately due and payable. In addition 
thereto, there shall be due and payable all reasonable costs of collection or other costs incurred by Holder 
if this Promissory Note is referred to an attorney for collection and reasonably attorneys' fees and costs 
incurred with respect to any insolvency or bankruptcy proceeding or action involving Borrower. The 
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failure of Holder to exercise such election upon default shall not be taken or construed to be a waiver 
of the right to exercise such election upon the happening of any subsequent default. 
5. Waiver. Borrower and all endorsers or guarantors of this Note waive presentment, demand, 
notice, protest, and all other notices in connection with the delivery, acceptance, default or enforcement 
of this Note and agree that the Holder may, from time to time, without their consent, renew, modify or 
extend performance of obligations of Borrower, and also each specifically consent to the release of a part 
or all of any of the collateral that may secure this Note, if any, and to the addition or release of any party 
primarily or secondarily liable thereon. 
6. Interest Limitation, All agreements between the parties hereto and the holder hereof are 
hereby expressly limited so that in no contingency or event whatsoever, whether by reason of deferment 
or advancement of the loan proceeds, acceleration of maturity of the loan, or otherwise shall the amount 
paid or agreed to by paid to Holder for the use, forbearance or detention of the money to be loaned 
hereunder exceed the maximum permissible money to be loaned hereunder exceed the maximum 
permissible under applicable law. If, from any circumstance whatsoever, fulfillment of any provision 
hereof or of any other agreement between the parties hereto and the Holder, at the time performance of 
such provision shall be due, shall involve transcending the limit of validity prescribed by law, then, ipso 
facto, the obligation to be fulfilled shall be reduced to the limit of such validity. In the event that any 
payment is received by the holder hereof which would otherwise be deemed to be a payment of interest 
in excess of the maximum allowed by law, such payment shall be deemed to have been paid on account 
of principal at the time of receipt. This provision shall never be superseded or waived and shall control 
every other provision of this Note and all agreements between the parties and the holder hereof. 
7. Applicable Law. The interpretation, construction and enforcement of this Note shall be 
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Utah. 
8. Severability. If any provision or portion of this Note or any associated security agreement 
is found by a court to be unenforceable or to violate any law or judicial decision, or if the court should 
declare such portion or provision to be illegal, invalid, unlawful, void or enforceable as written, then it 
is the intent of all parties hereto, that such portion, provision or provision shall be given force to the 
fullest possible extent that they are legal, valid and enforceable and the remainder of this Note shall be: 
construed as if such illegal, invalid, unlawful, void or unenforceable portion, provision or provisions 
were not contained therein and that the rights, obligations and interest of the Borrower and Holder 
thereof under the remainder of this Note shall be in full force and effect. The terms of this Note apply 
to, inure to the benefit of, and bind all parties hereto, their heirs, legatees, devisees, successors and 
assigns. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Borrower has executed this Note as of the date set forth above. 
Brad Kevin Buchi 
* (buchLpmn) 
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